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A 


SHORT  INQUIRY,  &c. 


AS  I feel  fome  kind  of  repugnance  in 
publicly  delivering  my  fentiments  on 
this  trivial  part  of  a great  fubjedt,  and  as  I 
am  confcious  that,  however  the  queftion  may 
be  difcuifed,  the  difcuhion  will  tend  but  lit- 
tle towards  improving  our  method  of  treat- 
ing the  Venereal  difeafe ; I therefore  think  it 
necelfary  to  fay  a few  words  as  an  apology 
for  that,  which  I can  hardly  defend. 

It  has  ever  appeared  to  me  that  the  pro- 
grefs  of  knowlege  was  more  advanced  by  a 
plain  narration  of  fafts,  or  clear  ftatement 
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of  arguments,  than  by  the  more  circumlo-* 
cutory  procefs  of  reafoning  upon  what  we 
could  not  underftand,  or  of  repeating  what 
was  univerfally  known.  Nor  did  it  feem 
either  ufeful  or  honeft,  that  a man,  who  had 
a few  ideas  of  his  own  to  communicate,  and 
which,  perhaps,  were  of  fome  worth,  fhould 
therefore  ranfack  the  fhelves  of  his  library, 
and  by  tranfcribing  from  one  and  another 
author,  make  up  a bundle  of  materials,  in 
which  his  own  fragment  was  fcarcely  per- 
ceptible. Men  of  this  ifamp,  and  perhaps 
they  are  numerous,  may  indeed  be  called 
lovers  of  books,  but  they  are  no  friends  to 
knowlege : (piXo&ifiXog  p uXXov  ’vj  (piXo<ro(pog* 

But,  though  in  this  view,  I fhould  at  all 
times  readily  propofe  what  I had  to  fay, 
without  any  regard  to  the  fmallnefs  of  its 
quantity,  Bill  I hold  it  of  moment  to  attend 

to 
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to  its  quality:  and  I fpeak  with  fincerity 
when  I declare,  that  in  the  prefent  inftance, 
the  queftion  appeared  of  infufhcient  im-. 
portance  to  require  a feparate  inveftigation. 
To  afcei  tain  whether  that  ever  occurs,  which, 
if  it  does,  avowedly  happens  very  rarely,  and 
the  occurrence  of  which  makes  no  difference 
in  our  practice j or  to  determine,  when  a man 
is  poxed,  whether  the  difeafe  arifes  from  the 
abforption  of  the  venereal  virus  which  was 
actually  received  from  another,  or  whether 
it  arifes  from  the  abforption  of  matter  fe- 
creted  by  himfelfj  feeing  that,  whichever  is 
the  cafe,  the  original  caufe  muff  obvioufly 
and  neceffarily  exift  in  the  impure  coition  : 
thefe  are  queftions  which,  taken  fimply  and 
by  themfelves,  feem  better  calculated  for  the 
amufement  of  fpeculative  men,  than  for  th^ 

inveftigation  of  thofe  who  are  looking  for- 

' \ , * • 

ward  to  points  of  practice.  But  when  we 
find  that  from  the  decifion  of  thefe  queftions, 
a new  fyftem  is  to  be  formed  j and  when  we 
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conlider  the  confequences  that  have  uni- 
formly refulted  from  fyftems  in  medicine, 
which,  while  they  have  perplexed  both  the 
teacher  and  his  pupils,  have  obfcured  the 
fcience ; we  fhall,  perhaps,  allow,  that  it  is 
not  altogether  ufelefs  to  enquire  into  the 
ftrength  of  the  foundation,  before  we  en- 
gage in  the  building  of  the  fuper-ftrucfture, 
left,  after  all  our  labour,  we  have  to  fay  with 
Sydenham,  tc  Hujusmodi  autem  hall  urina- 
tion es  minimis  iftis  rationis  fcintillulis  im- 
putandae  sunt,  quibus  nos  miseri  morlales 
tantum  praediti,  ad  veritatem  in  profundo 
demerfam  non  penetrantes,  quamlibet  ejus 
umbram  et  fpeciem  ampleriimur,  pro  Ju- 
none,  quod  aiunt,  captantes  nubem;  mox 
colloquia  mifcentes,  prasjudicia  male  fun- 
data  ita  penitus  nobis  invicem  infigimus,  ut 
tandem  phantafmata  noftra  et  delirantium 
infomnia  pro  principiis  apodiriicis  haberi 
velimus ; cujus  fpecimen,  ni  fallor,  pr  as  ni2- 
nibus  nobis  eft.”  — — Epijlola  ?rfponforiay  de 

Luis 
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Luis  Venerea  Hijloria  et  Car  at  i one  ^ p.  1 1 6, 1 1 7. 
Ed.  Walter  Keftilby,  Lond.  1680. 

The  fimple  fa£t,  into  which  we  are  in- 
quiring, is  thus  ftated  by  its  propofer : * 
“ The  venereal  fluid  produced  through  in- 
fedlion  imparted  by  another  fubjedt,  will  be 
harmiefs  to  the  fubjedt  who  fecretes  it.” 
This  aflertion  naturally  divides  itfelf  into 
two  parts:  ift,  the  conflitutional  fymptoms 
in  the  venereal  difeafe  do  not  arife  from  the 
abforption  of  our  own  fecretions ; and  2dly, 
no  local effedt  can  be  produced  by  the  appli- 
cation of  a man’s  own  fecretions  to  himfelf. 

Now  with  refpedt  to  the  firft:  If  the  con- 
flitutional fymptoms  do  not  arife  from  the 
abforption  of  our  own  fecretions,  it  may 
not  be  unfair  to  alk  how  they  are  produced? 
When  after  a chancre,  a man  has  a bubo, 

ulcera- 
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ulcerations  in  the  throat,  blotches,  &c.  how 
are  thefe  caufed,  if  not  by  the  adtion  of  his 
own  fecretions  upon  himfelf  ? Surely  it  will 
not  be  urged,  that  the  actual  particle  of  ve- 
nereal virus,  which  was  applied  to  his  glans 
or  prepuce,  was  abforbed,  and  carried  in 
propria  perfona  to  all  thefe  various  affected 
parts,  there  to  produce  its  confequences  ! 
But,  waving  this  difpute,  which  would  lead 
into  the  unintelligible  myfteries  of  ferments , 
afjimilatory  procejjes , &c.  it  will  be  advancing 
nearer  to  the  purpofe  to  enquire,  whether 
there  be  not  reafons  to  fuppofe  that  the  fo- 
reign* virus  a£ls  only  locally;  or,  in  other 
words,  that  it  produces  a venereal  inflamma- 
tion and  fecretion,  which  fecretion,  being 
abforbed,  is  the  caufe  of  the  fubfequent  dif- 
eafe.  I make  no  pofitive  aflertion  that  this 
is  the  cafe;  I pretend  only  to  fhew  that  it  is 
not  improbable. 

If/ 

* By  foreign  virus,  I mean  the  virus  received  from  ano- 
ther body. 
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If,  in  order  to  produce  the  venereal  dif* 
eafe,  it  were  only  neceffary  that  the  foreign 
virus  fhould  be  abforbed,  why  might  not 
the  abforption  take  place  immediately,  and 
without  the  prefence  of  previous  inflamma- 
tion and  ulceration  ? But  this  is  not  the  faCt : 
the  foreign  virus  always  produces  a local  af- 
fection, before  any  conftitutional  fymptoms 
appear.  So,  likewife,  in  inoculation,  where 
the  variolous  matter  is  inferted  into  the  arm, 
there  always  is  a local  effect  previous  to  the 
conftitutional  difeafe.  The  fame  in  the 
contagion  which  produces  Hydrophobia. 
And  do  not  let  it  be  urged,  that  this  local 
effeCt  is  the  confequence  of  mere  irritation,* 

and 

/ 

* That  in  the  abforption  of  variolous  matter  more  than 
the  mere  local  irritation  from  the  foreign  fluid  takes  place, 
is  evident  from  this  confideration  : That  after  a man  has 
had  the  fmall  pox,  if  matter  be  inferted,  it  dies  away  with- 
out inflammation  or  fore : nowfHll  abforption  may  have  gone 
on,  and  hill  the  irritating  quality  of  the  matter,  as  far  as 


mere 
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and  not  neceffary  to  the  fubfequent  actions  j 
and  that  the  difeafe  would  equally  have 
taken  place  without  it.  Why,  then,  does 
it  not  ? And  why,  if  I deftroy  an  incipient 
chancre,  do  I efcape  infection  ? If  the  chan- 
cre was  not  neceflary  to  infection,  why  is 
not  infection  produced  when  the  chancre  is 
not  prefent  ? And  what  can  account  for  the 
difference  of  time  which  takes  place  in  the 
produdtion  of  different  contagious  difeafes, 
but  the  neceflity  of  a local  adtion  being  firff 
produced,  in  order  to  produce  the  difeafe  ? 
Is  it  likely  that  the  abforbents  fhould  refufe 
to  take  up  particular  fubffances  ? or,  if  they 
do  make  a feledtion,  why  fhould  they  delay 
their  choice  for  a certain  and  conffant  time  ? 

Why 

mere  irritation  is  concerned,  was  not  altered  : then  the  ir- 
ritation and  fore  in  the  firft  cafe  muft  have  depended  on 
fomething  not  prefent  in  the  fecond  ; it  muft  have  depended 
on  the  power  of  the  matter,  and  on  the  fitnefs  of  the  body, 
to  produce  and  receive  a local  difeafe,  which  was  to  be  the 
caufe  of  a future  tenftitutional  one. 
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Why  ref ufe  to  a£t  to  day,  and  begin  to- 
morrow? Why  fometimes  remain  inactive 
for  a week,  or  a month,  or  two  months ; 
and  then,  previous  to  the  effe&s  of  their 
a&ing,  ^at  whatever  time  thofe  effedls  may 
happen,  why  do  they  always  fliew,  by 
external  appearance,  what  is  going  to  take 
place?  — Again,  how  fhall  we  account  for 
the  uncertainty  that  attends  the  operation 
of  contagious  matters  applied  to  the  body  ? 
A man,  for  inftance,  applies  venereal  virus 
to  parts  which  are  likely  to  abforb  it ; or  va- 
riolous matter,  or  the  faliva  of  a mad  dog, 
is  introduced  under  the  cuticle;  yet  no  dif- 
eafe  follows.  Why  ? Not  becaufe  the  mat- 
ter is  not  abforbed ; for  what  fhould  prevent 
its  abforption  ? But,  probably,  becaufe  ab- 
forption  took  place  before  it  had  produced 
that  local  effedt,  which  alone  could  give  rife 
to  the  fubfequent  conftitutional  effedl. 

To  fet  this  laft  argument  in  a clearer  light : 

C when 


I 


( JO  ) 

when  variolous  matter  is  inferted  into  a pa- 
tient who  has  never  had  the  fmall  pox,  and 
no  difeafe  follows,  what  becomes  of  the  mat- 
ter ? Does  it  for  ever  remain  dormant  ? — 

i 

It  does  not  remain  dormant  for  an  uncertain 
length  of  time,  and  then  take  effedt,  becaufe 
its  time  of  adlion  is  conftant  and  regular. 
Now  if  it  remained  in  the  part,  and  if  its 
abforption  were  all  that  was  necefiary  to  pro- 
duce difeafe,  as  it  would  be  always  liable, 
to  fuch  abforption,  and  as  it  is  the  nature  of 
variolous  matter  to  preferve  its  infedting  qua- 
lities for  a length  of  time,  it  would  then,  at 
various  and  uncertain  times,  be  abforbed, 
and  produce  its  effedls.  But  is  this  the  cafe  ? 
Certainly  not.  Then  is  not  the  inference 
allowable,  that  it  has  been  abforbed  ; but  as 
no  local  adtion  was  previously  produced,  the 
abforption  was  harmlefs  ? 

*Thefe  confiderations,  therefore,  induce  me 
to  fuppofe  (for  I cannot  prove  it  to  be  the 

cafe) 
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cafe)  that  it  is  from  the  local  effedt  that  the 
conftitutional  difeafe  is  produced  ; and  that 
the  foreign  venereal  virus  adts  no  further  than 
in  producing  that  local  effedt. 

If,  then,  this  reafoning  be  true,  the  firft 
train  of  fymptoms  in  Lues  is  produced  by 
the  abforption  of  our  own  fecretions  -}  or  ra- 
ther, to  fpeak  more  intelligibly,  is  the  con- 
fequence  of  a previous  local  difeafe  exifting 
in  ourfelves.  But,  if  it  be  not  true,  and  if, 
on  the  contrary,  the  firft  train  of  fymptoms 
be  produced  by  the  abforption  of  the  foreign 
virus,  without  the  peceffity  of  any  local  ef- 
fedt  exifting,  why  does  it  always  happen  that 
thefe  particular:  fymptoms  follow  ? Why,  if 
the  difeafe  be  the  effedt  of  the  abforption  of 
venereal  matter,  merely  confidered  as  vene- 
real matter,  does  not  the  fecond  ftage  of 
fymptoms  fometimes  accompany  or  precede 
the  firft?  The  prefence  of  the  fame  virus 
would  be  likely  to  fhew  itfelf  indifcriminately 
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in  any  of  the  fymptoms,  Why  then  does  it 
not? — May  it  not  be,  that  as  a particular 
local  affection,  called  chancre,  is  neceffary 
to  produce  the  firft  ftage  of  fymptoms,  fo  a 
different  affedtion,  feen  in  the  firft  ft  age  of 
fymptoms,  is  neceffary  to  produce  the  fecond 
ftage  ? 

But,  it  may  be  faid,  an  inftance  can  be 
brought,  where  Lues,  in  its  firft  ftage,  has 
appeared  without  a previous  local  difeafe 
and  again,  where  the  fecond  ftage  has  ap- 
peared without  the  pre-exiftence  of  the  firft. 
I do  not  believe  the  fadt.  Let  me,  however, 
be  underftood : I do  not  queftiou  the  veracity 
of  thofe  who  may  affert  it,  but  I queftion 
their  accuracy.  They  may  imagine  that  they 
have  obferved  fuch  a folitary  cafe ; but  I think 
it  much  more  rational  to  fuppofe  them  to  be 
miflaken,  than  to  fuppofe  the  ordinary  courfe 
of  nature  to  be  altered : and  I flrould  fay  of 
them,  as  I fliould,  in  a fimilar  cafe,  think  of 

myfeif, 


( J3  ) 

myfelf,  that  we  had  both  overlooked  what 
in  reality  was  prefent:  that  the  particular 
fymptoms  were  exifting,  but  that  we  neg- 
lected to  trace  them. 

The  refult  then  of  this  reafoning,  if  I am 
not  miflaken  in  it,  is,  that  the  foreign  virus 
is  the  caufe  of  the  chancre,  but  that  the  chan- 
cre is  the  caufe  of  the  fubfequent  conftitu- 
fcional  complaints. 

It  remains  now  to  inquire,  in  the  2d  place, 
whether  any  local  effeCt  can  be  produced  by 
the  application  of  a man’s  own  fecretions  to 
Jiimfelf. 

This  is  indifputably  a queftion  of  fa£t  and 
experiment;  and  it  naturally  divides  itfelf 
into  two  parts;  iff,  what  conclufion  can 
be  drawn  from  appearances,  which  daily  oc- 
cur in  common  pra&ice : 2dly,  what  is 

the  refult  of  experiments  made  by  fpecula- 
tive  men  on  this  fubhCt. 
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Refpedting  the  firft:  It  is  true  beyond 
queftion,  that  many  men  have  gonorrhoeas, 
the  difcharge  from  which  is  neceffatily  in 
contact  with  the  glans,  prepuce,  &c.  and 
yet  no  chancre  is  produced.  The  converfe 
is  as  true.  It  is  likewife  true,  that  many 
men,  with  large  difcharges  from  one  chancre, 
ftill  have  no  more  produced.  But  is  this 
uniformly  the  cafe?  It  mu  ft  have  occurred 
to  every  one  converfant  with  the  treatment 
of  venereal  complaints,  that  after  a gonor- 
rhcea  has  fubfifted  for  a length  of  time,  a 
fwelling  of  the  prepuce  will  occaftonally  come 
on,  ending  in  a phymofis,  attended  with  ex- 
tenfive  ulceration.  Is  this  ulceration  never 
venereal  ? Would  he,  who  never  ufes  mer- 
cury in  a clap,  treat  this  complaint  without 
mercury  ? I fhould  he  forry  to  fee  a pradli- 
tioner  convinced  of  his  error  by  the  buffer- 
ings of  his  patient ; but  I have  known  fome 
woeful  and  convincing  proofs  of  this  kind. 


Again, 
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Again,  has  not  every  Surgeon  occafionally 
feen  a fecond  chancre  break  out  at  a confi- 
derable  time  after  the  appearance  of  the  firfl  ? 
or  a gonorrhoea  follow  at  a confiderable  time 
after  the  appearance  of  a chancre  ? The  fails 
I fuppofe  will  not  be  denied  : but  it  will  be 
faid,  that  thefe  fubfequent  fymptoms  are  the 
confequences  of  the  virus  adually  applied  at 
the  time  of  coition,  and  which  has  remained 
dormant.  This  is  a dodrine  which,  to  the 
aflerters  of  it,  may  appear  more  rational  than 
the  common  way  of  accounting  for  thefe 
fubfequent  fymptoms : to  my  mind,  how- 
ever, I confefs  it  carries  no  convidion. 

It  has  been  obferved  by  Mr.  John  Hun- 
ter,* that  the  gonorrhoeal  matter  fometimes 
paiTes  over  the  perinaeum,  and  produces 
chancre  or  gonorrhoea  in  ano.  I do  not  re- 
coiled having  feen  any  inftance  of  this  kind, 
but  I have  no  reafon  to  doubt  the  accuracy 

of 

* 7 reatife  on  the  Venereal  Difeafe,  p,  64. 
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of  Mr.  Hunter’s  obfervations.  Certain,  how- 
ever, it  is,  that  women  with  gonorrhoeas 
have  extenfive  chancrous  ulcerations,  and 
thefe  frequently  fituated  in  diltant  parts. 
Now,  whether  is  it  moll  probable  to  fuppofe, 
that  fuch  a quantity  of  foreign  virus  was 
applied,  as  that  fome  ffiould  come  in  contact 
with  each  part  where  a chancre  is  j or,  to 
fuppofe  that  one  chancre  might  arife  from 
the  difcharge  of  another;  or  perhaps,  that 
all  of  them  might  be  caufed  by  the  difcharge 
of  the  gonorrhoea?  It  is  evident,  in  whichever 
way  the  queltion  is  refolved,  that  the  an- 
fwer  mult  be  a mere  affection,  unffipported 
by  proof,  and,  perhaps,  incapable  of  any. 

On  the  whole,  we  may  fairly  fay,  that  ap- 
pearances occur  in  common  practice,  which 
are  with  difficulty  accounted  for  in  any  man- 
ner, but  by  fuppofing  the  difcharge  of  a 
chancre  or  gonorrhoea  to  irritate  locally  dif- 
ferent parts  of  the  fubject  who  has  that 

chancre 
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chancre  or  gonorrhoea.  But  then,  it  is  faid 
in  return,  if  this  ever  happened,  it  would 
often  happen,  it  might  always  happen,  fee- 
ing that  the  difcharge  is  always  extenfively 
applied  to  the  furrounding  parts.  But  it 
does  not  happen  often : why,  then,  does  it 
not  ? I will  anfwer  this  queftion,  if  another 
is  firft  anfwered.  When  a man  has  con- 
nexion with  an  infedted  woman,  he  fome- 
times  gets  a clap,  fometimes  a chancre,  and 
fometimes  both.  But  as  the  venereal  virus 
is  indifcriminately  applied  to  every  part,  how 
happens  it  that  he  does  not  always  contract 
both  complaints?  Both  queftions  will  be 
bed  anfwered  in  the  fame  way;  by  avowing 
our  ignorance  with  regard  to  both.  It  may 
be  urged,  however,  from  knowing  that  in- 
flammation and  irritation  of  the  urethra  have 
occafionally  been  removed  by  a chancre  ap- 
pearing on  the  glans,  that  in  like  manner  a 
fpecific  irritation  exifting  in  the  urethra  may 
prevent  or  remove  the  fame  irritation  on  the 

D glans. 
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glans.  This  reafoning  may  be  true;  but  it 
muft  be  allowed  that  we  have  no  proof  that 
it  is  fo. 

I fhall  add  only  one  other  remark  on  this 
head. — If  we  deny  the  power  of  our  own  fe- 
cretions  in  locally  irritating  ourfelves,  how 
are  we  to  account  for  the  fpreading  of  ve- 
nereal or  cancerous*  ulcerations  ? or  can  we 
deny  that  the  matter  from  a cancerous  fore 
does  <vijibly  inflame  and  excoriate  the  fur- 
rounding Ikin,  to  which  it  is  applied?  or 
that  it  does  as  viflbly  irritate  the  abforbents 
in  its  neighbourhood  ? 

- 1 ( 

Now,  with  refpedt  to  the  fecond  divifion : 
what  are  we  taught  by  experiments  on  this 
fubjedt  ? 


As 

* 

* I mention  cancerous  ulcers,  becaufe  from  the  irritating 
quality  of  their  difcharges,  the  effects  produced  are  more 
evident. 
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As  our  attention  has  not  been  long  di- 
rected to  this  queftion,  the  experiments  made 
with  a view  of  determining  it,  have  been 
few;  nor  fhall  I add  to  their  number.  I 
thought  indeed,  that  Mr.  Hunter  had  pro- 
duced the  difeafe  in  the  way  which  is  faid  to 
be  impoflible ; but  on  again  looking  ovei  his 

treatife,  I am  inclined  to  believe  that  I was 

* 

miftaken.  At  lead:,  his  experiments  having 
been  conducted  for  the  purpofe  of  afcertain- 
ing  other  facts,  throw  but  little  light  on  the 
prefent  fubjedt.  We  muft,  therefore,  have  re- 
courfe  to  what  has  been  furnifhed  by  the 
Propofer  of  the  theory.  He  has  taken  the 
gonorrhoeal  fluid,  and  rubbed  it  on  the  raw 
furface  of  the  fame  man’s  thigh,  and  no 
chancre  has  followed.  Perhaps  not;  and 
perhaps  the  man  may  not  have  been  poxed, 
which  is  by  no  means  a decided  cafe.  Per- 
haps  the  very  exiftence  of  that  gonorrhoea 
was  the  reafon  why  the  chancre  was  not  pro- 
duced: the  venereal  virus  had  already  taken 

D 2 that 
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that  effedt,  which  is  caufed  by  its  firft  ap- 
plication, and  therefore  the  fame  effedt  was 
not  reproduced.  So,  in  inoculating  a man 
from  his  own  chancre,  what  do  you  do? 
You  apply  infectious  matter  to  a man  al- 
ready infedted,  and  expedt  to  reproduce  the 
fame  fymptom  of  infection  : as  if  you  were 
to  inoculate  a child  from  its  own  variolous 
puftule,  and  then  expedt  to  raife  a fimilar 
puftule*  It  would  furely  then  be  right,  be- 
fore we  eltablifli  any  conclufions  refpedting 
the  effedt  of  a man’s  own  fecretions  applied 
to  himfelf,  to  afcertain  what  would  be  the 
effedt  of  the  fecretion  from  another,  applied 
to  him  in  fimilar  circumftances.  But  this 
has  not  been  attended  to : on  the  contrary, 
the  fubjedts  of  the  experiments  have  been  in 

oppofite  fituations.  In  one  cafe  the  man, 

( ' 

to  whom  the  venereal  poifon  is  applied,  is 
previoufly  infected  5 in  the  other  cafe,  he  is 
perfedtly  healthy.  The  experiments,  there- 
fore, are  defedtive ; nor  can  we  from  them 

affirm 
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affirm  any  thing  concerning  our  own  fecre- 
tions,  which  may  not  be  equally  true,  when 
affirmed  of  the  fecretions  of  another. 

i 

' I fhall  briefly  recapitulate  what  has  been 
obferved. — It  has  been  fhewn  to  be  molt 
probable  that,  in  the  venereal  difeafe,  the 
conftitutional,  or  general  fymptoms,  are  the 
confequence  of  abforption  of  our  own  fe- 
cretions. It  appears  like  wife  probable  that 
local  eflfedts  are  occaflonally  produced  by  the 
application  of  our  own  fecretions  to  our- 
felves : while  the  contrary  aflertion,  “ that 
our  own  fecretions  are  harmlefs  to  ourfelves,” 
refts  upon  experiments  which  do  not  juftify 
the  concluflon. 

It  is  evident  then,  that  a fyftem  founded 

on  this  theory,  muft,  like  its  foundation,  be 

f , , * 

infecure. 

And  now,  to  borrow  the  words  of  Syden- 
ham, 
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ham,*  “ Plura  de  hoc  morbo  non  addo,  cum 
mihi  neutiquam  placeat,  nec  placebit  un- 
quam,  longis  verborum  ambagibus,  et  fer- 
monibus  etirgorhowrois  nucleum  involvere,  quo 
rei  caput,  feu  Nib  fons,  segrius  innotefcat.” 
My  opinions  refpedting  the  venereal  difeafe 
and  my  practice  differ,  I believe,  materially 
from  the  fentiments  and  condudt  of  many  of 
my  brethren.  At  prefent,  however,  I have 
not  that  perfedt  conviction  of  their  juftice, 
which  might  induce  me  to  recommend  them 
to  others.  At  fome  future  period,  if  that 
which  appears  probable  fhould  ever  become 
certain,  and  if  ideas  which  are  now  floating 
in  my  mind,  fhould  hereafter  be  determined 
and  fixed,  I fhall  then  joyfully  propofe  them, 
when  I can  propofe  them  with  confidence. 

* De  Luis  Venereas  Hiftoria  et  Curiatione:  EpiftoJa 
refponforia  ad  Henricum  Paman,  M.  D.  p.  128.  Edit. 
Walter  Kettilby,  Lond.  1680. 
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The  following  Remarks  were  oc- 
cafioned  by  a Paper  lately  publifhed  in 
the  Philofopbical  Tranfa&ions,  entitled, 
“ An  Account  of  a particular  Change 
of  Structure  in  the  Human  Ovarium. 
By  Matthew  Baillie,  M.  D.” — It  was 
the  Writer’s  intention  to  have  prefented 
them  to  the  Royal  Society:  as  this, 
however,  was  never  done,  they  are  now 
printed  by  way  of  Appendix  to  the  pre- 
fent  publication. 
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CURSORY  REMARKS,  &c. 

* • 


AMONG  the  changes  of  ftrudture  to 
which  the  ovaria  in  women  are  liable,  is  one, 
that  has  been  noticed  by  different  writers,  by 
which  its  fublfance  is  converted  into  a fatty 
mafs,  mixed  with  hair  and  teeth.  This  ap- 
pearance has  imprefled  the  minds  of  many 
who  have  remarked  it,  with  the  idea  of  fome 
imperfedt  attempts  at  the  formation  of  a foe- 
tus having  taken  place  in  the  ovarium,  in 
confequence  of  connection  between  a male 
and  female.  That  fuch  an  opinion  fhould 
have  been  entertained,  cannot,  perhaps,  fur- 
prife  us  -}  though,  moft  undoubtedly,  it  has 
no  foundation  in  truth.  Dr.  Baillie,  in  a 
paper  inferted  in  the  Philofophical  Tranfac- 
tions,  vol.  79,  Part  I.  has  afferted,  how- 
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ever,  that  it  refts  on  ftrong  circumftances  of 
probability;  while,  from  the  cafe  which  he 
there  relates,  he  is  led  to  believe  “ that  the 
ovaria  in  women  have  fome  power  within 
themfelves  of  taking  on  a procefs  which  is 
imitative  of  generation,  without  any  previous 
connection  with  a male.” 

The  outline  of  Dr.  Baillie’s  cafe  is  as  fol- 
lows.— In  a female  child  about  twelve  or  thir- 
teen years  old,  the  right  ovarium  was  con- 
verted into  a doughy  fubftance,  about  the 
fize  of  a large  hen’s  egg.  This  fubftance  was 
found  to  be  a fatty  mafs,  intermixed  with 
hair  and  an  excrefcence  of  bones.  The  hair 
grew  out  of  the  inner  furface  of  the  capfule 
containing  it,  in  fome  places  in  folitary  hairs, 
but  chiefly  in  fmall  fafciculi,  at  fcattered  ir- 
regular diftances.  In  colour  and  appearance 
it  refembled  the  hair  of  the  girl’s  head. 

“ There  arofe  from  the  inner  furface  of 

E the 
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the  capfule  fome  verges  of  human  teeth. 
Gne  appeared  to  be  a canine  tooth,  another 
to  be  a fmall  grinder,  two  others  to  be  in- 
cifors  ; and  there  was  alfo  a very  imperfect 
attempt  at  the  formation  of  another  tooth. 
Thefe  were  not  fully  formed,  the  fangs  be- 
ing wanting ; but  in  two  of  them  the  bodies 
were  as  complete  as  they  are  ever  found  in 
the  common  circumdances,  They  were  each 
of  them  inclofed  in  a proper  capfule,  which 
arofe  from  the  inner  furface  of  the  ovarium, 
and  confided  of  a white  thick  opaque  mem- 
brane. Attached  to  the  capfules  of  three  of 

the  teeth,  there  was  a white  fpongy  fub- 
dance.  The  membrane  of  the  ovarium  it- 
felf  was  of  fome  confiderable  thicknefs,  but 
unequal  in  the  different  parts,  was  very 
fmooth  in  its  inner  furface,  and  more  irre- 
gular externally.  The  uterus  was  fmaller 
than  it  commonly  is  at  birth,  was  perfectly 

healthy  in  its  drudture,  and,  upon  opening 

/ 

into  its  cavity,  it  exhibited  the  ordinary  ap- 
pearances 
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pearances  of  a child’s  uterus  at  that  period. 
The  left  ovarium  was  very  fmall,  correfpond- 
ing  to  the  ftate  of  the  uterus.  It  appears 
clearly  from  this,  that  the  uterus  had  not  yet 
received  the  increafe  of  bulk,  which  is  ufual 
at  the  age  of  puberty.  The  hymen  was  in- 
tire, fuch  as  is  commonly  found  in  a child 
of  the  fame  age  5 and  there  was  juft  beginning 
a lanugo  upon  the  labia,  not  more  than  what 
is  often  found  on  the  upper  lip  of  a boy  of 
fifteen  years  old.’’ 

Phil.  Tran.  Vol.  79,  Part  I. 

I • . - • . / 

In  this  cafe  there  certainly  had  been  no 
impregnation ; nor  could  there  be  fuppofed 
to  have  been  any  connexion  with  a male. 
It  is  decifive  then  in  proving  that  thefe  ap- 
pearances in  the  ovarium  may  take  place 
without  fuch  impregnation  or  connection. 

I am  inclined,  indeed,  to  go  further,  and  to 
afiert,  that  where  fimilar  appearances  have 
followed  after  connection  between  a male 

E 2 and 
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and  female,  they  neverthelefs  are  not  imper- 
fect attemps  at  the  formation  of  a feetus ; 
that  the  ovaria  do  not  in  this  cafe  cc  take  on 
any  procefs  which  is  imitative  of  generation ” 
(ufing  the  word  in  its  common  acceptation) 
and  that  the  change  produced  in  them  de- 
pends neither  on  the  act  of  generation,  as 
being  an  act  of  generation  5 nor  on  the  ova- 
ria themfelves,  as  making  a part  of  the  geni- 
tal fyftem*  It  is  certain,  indeed,  that  the 
ovaria,  from  their  ftructure,  are  more  liable 
than  many  other  parts  of  the  body  to  par- 
ticular difeafes  j and  it  is  equally  certain,  that 
fuch  difeafes  may  be  more  frequently  pro- 
duced in  them  in  confequence  of  the  part 
which  they  bear  in  generation ; but  we  are 
not,  therefore,  to  confider  their  difeafes  as 
being  endeavours  to  multiply  the  human 
fpecies.  The  ovaria  are  frequently  attacked 
with  dropfy  : yet  no  man  will  affert  that  the 
fluid  produced  in  this  cafe  is  an  imperfeft 
attempt  at  the  formation  of  a foetus ; or  that 

the 
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the  adtion  of  the  ovaria  is  here  a pfocefs  imi- 
tative of  generation. 

Now  that  this  change  of  ftrudlure  is  merely 
a difeafed  Hate  of  the  part  where  it  takes 
place,  will  be  evidently  feen  from  confidering 
its  effedts  when  it  happens  to  the  uterus',  for 
the  difeafe  is  by  no  means  as  Dr.  Baillie  feems 
to  fuppofe,  peculiar  to  the  ovaria.  If,  then, 
in  the  uterus  there  was  an  attempt  at  the 
formation  of  a foetus,  in  confequence  of 
which  this  fubftance  was  produced ; there 
would  alfo  be  an  endeavour  in  the  uterus  to 
relieve  itfelf  of  its  burthen,  as  in  parturition. 
But  this  does  not  happen.  Fabritius  Hil- 
danus  tells  us  of  a woman  who  laboured  un- 
der this  afflidtion  for  four  years , and  whofe 
uterus,  after  death,  weighed  eighty-feven 
pounds.  And  Franc.  Roulfetus  relates  a 
fimilar  cafe,  where  the  tumor  weighed  forty 
pounds ; and  where  the  woman,  for  above 
three  years , felt  no  pain  of  any  confequencej 

and 
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and  where  all  the  vital  and  animal  function* 
were  perfedt  and  healthy. 

But,  fuppofmg  this  fubftance  to  be  the 
confequence  of  an  attempt  at  the  formation 
of  a foetus,  would  it  not  be  contained  in  the 
cavity  appropriated  for  the  reception  of  the 
foetus?  And  is  this  the  cafe?  No.  It  is  the 
fubftance  itfelf  of  the  uterus  which  is  enlarged ; 
not  any  depofit  made  in  its  cavity.  This  is 
true  in  every  hiflory  of  this  complaint,  but 
it  is  particularly  noticed  by  RoulTetus  in  the 
cafe  above  alluded  to.  <c  Mulierem  traftavift 
fays  he,  “ in  cujus  uteri  carnofa fubftantia  (non 
in  cavitate , ? leque  fuperftcie  gibbofttateve  ex- 
terna) colleSHonem , Sec.” 

But  what  puts  the  matter  out  of  all  dis- 
pute, is,  that  teeth  and  hair,  involved  in  a 
fatty  mafs,  have  been  found  in  parts  which 
cannot  be  fuppofed  to  take  on  any  procefs 
imitative  of  generation  : for  inftance,  in  the 

ftomach 
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ftomach  of  a man.  This  we  learn  from 
Ruyfch;  who,  fearful  left  the  fa£t  fhouldbe 
doubted,  procured  the  fignatures  of  thofe 
who  were  prefent  at  the  difte&ion,  as  an  evi- 
dence of  its  truth.  He  himfelf  was  in  pof- 
feffion  of  the  difeafed  parts.  The  relation  of 
the  cafe  may  be  feen  in  his  Adverfaria  Ana- 
tom. Decas.  3 tia . Sett  1.  de  Athero?nate.  In  this 
tumor  was  found  a fafcicuTus  of  hair  weigh- 
ing, when  dried,  four  drachms : it  contained 
alfo  a bony  fubftance,  together  with  feveral 
teeth,  fome  of  which  were  molar ts.  Ruyfch 
confefles  himfelf  at  a total  lofs  to  account  for 
thefe  appearances  j and,  perhaps,  wefhalldo 
well  to  follow  his  example.  Yet,  probably, 
they  are  not  of  more  difficult  folution  than 
what  we  fee  daily  going  on  in  the  animal 
ceconomy,  both  in  health  and  in  difeafe : in 
health,  where  bone  is  renewed  by  bony  fub- 
ftance, and  tendon  by  tendinous,  &c.  and  in 

difeafe,  where  bone  is  depolited  in  foft  parts, 

* 

while. 
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while,  perhaps,  in  the  fame  tumor,  the 
folid  bone  is  divided  by  an  abforption  of  its 
oflific  matter. 
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